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Commissioner of Patents and Trademarl<8 
Washington. D C. 20231 

Dear Sir 

I, the undersigned, declare: 

1 . I am currently President of MessagePhone, Inc. the Assignee of the above identified 
patent application. 

2. I received a BBA in Accounting from North Texas University, In 1972, thereafter during 
about 1990-1995, 1 was involved in the development of various pay-per-view technologies for 
video systems and various MPEG architectures for delivering text and special!^ prompting for 
video systems. Within this time, I was employed as a contractor for SpectraVision, which was a 
prominent provider of pay-per-view systems. 

4. I am currently employed by MessagePhone, Inc. where over the past 1 2 years, I 
developed various pay-per-view and point of sale devices that have been patented and licensed 
to SBC, AT&T, Sprint, MCI and other telecom operating companies. Also, I developed video- 
prompting systems that have been patented and licensed. I have been modifying these pay^ 
per-view systems and system interfaces since 1990. I am actively involved in numerous projects 
today using video systems with point of sale devices and interactive prompting (i.e., pay-per-view 
systems). 



- 1 - 



I. 96ed 



Jeoiofot'sze 





5. It is my understanding from the Office action relating to the application, dated October23 
2002, that the Examiner questions whether within the industry, a central distribution box had to 
have a central distribution computer at the time of the application. 

6. In fact, at the time of the application, it was well known that a central distribution box is 
the termination point vwthin a facility for outside signals. In a non-pay-per-view situation, such as 
a fadlity where all the rooms receive the same signals, a central distribution box would not 
necessarily have to have a computer t>ecause the signals could just be amplified and distributed 
to each room. However, in a fedlity with multiple rooms having a pay-per-view system, there 
must be a detemiination as to which signals (such as premium movies) will be sent to each 
room. Such a system must also have a way of tracking the signals so that billing can occur. This 
distribution and tracking is impossible unless the central distribution box has a central 
distribution computer to integrate automated billing and cause specific programming to be 
activated in specific rooms. Thus within the industry, the term "central distribution box" always 
referred to a headend with a distribution computer where signal distribution is other than 
distributed to all room sets v^hout distinction. 

7. In the context of the patent application, the Specification cleariy indicates that the 
Invention deals with pay-per-view systems. There are numerous references throughout the 
specification regarding paying for amenities, which include movies. (Patent No. 5,323,448, col. 
5, line 15). It is also my understanding that the claims are limited to pay-per-view systems. 
Thus, I believe the specification and claims arc limited to pay-per-view systems. 

8. FurthemiOTe, I declare that ail statements made herein of my own knowledge are tnje 
and that all statements made on information and belief are believed to be true; and further that 
these statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the like so 
made are punishable by fine or imprisonment^ or both, under Section 1001 of Tftle 18 of the 
United States Code, and that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity of the 
application or document or any patent issuing therefrom. 
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The above signatu© was executed before me. a notary duly authorized to administer oaths, 
before me this 3^ day of _ Mcuro^. , 2003. 



Name of notary 



Signature^ 



ss. 




LocatiA balAl^ TX 



OFRCIAL SEAL 
AmyMich9»e McGee 
• siatfiofTexfli 
yS^itzJj My Commission BqiirM 
XgSS?^ October 18, 2003 



My Commission expires \0"16 0^ 

1107606 2.D0C 



